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-me MAILING DATt at th,s communicatio n appears on the cover sheet W ,th the correspondence acLs 

Sr^L^er acfon^ »J CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE, 

final rejection under 37 CFR 1 1^3 onlv 0f , this a PP |ication - A proper reply to a 

condition for allowance; (2) a timelySlSicI 0 AddII fJth XrX? a ™ endm ^ nt which P |aces the application in 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1114 ( PP6a ' fee); 0r (3) a time| y filed Request for Continued 

£ERJOD_FOJRREPLY [check either a) or b)] 
a) ^ The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

U lo'JT^S vSSSS % V^^^SSS d3t r *? in the - ^ichever is iate, in 

^™ 

ee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration ^of ^^^S^S^ 0 ™ oun «.° f »» «"»• ™e appropriate extension 
2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by ^O^uS^t£^£^ Z reply originally set in the final Office action; or 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent terrr , adjustment Sed > 37 CTO IJoJb) 9 ^ ° f * e final rejection ' even if 

1 D 37 N C^°\wT ^ "'"J ° n ■ Appe " ant ' S Brief must be filed ^ the period set forth in 

37 1 1 92 ( a ). or tension thereof (37 CFR 1.191 (d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal 
2.Efl The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) El they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below)- 

<C> ° Sapper ace me app,lcafcn in belter ,OTm *» * y ««*g - *. 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number ot Anally rejected claims 
NOTE: See Continuation Sheet 
3D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s)- 

4 D MX££S£SSg — 66 " ' ■*"»- a ~ « -endmen, 



5. 



6 D ~ — « * - *— SOLELY to issues which were newly 

7 ' S ?vn P 3 SeS ? [. APP r 1, the pr ° P0Sed ame ndment(s) a® will not be entered or bO will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided iJ^ST 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 1-13.15-18 and ?7-.vt C^^^d 
Claim(s) objected to: none. LIEN TRAW 

Claim(s) rejected: 37-40 . PRIMARY EXAMINER 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration 



8.D The proposed drawing correction filed on 



isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 



9.Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 
10O Other:. 
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Part of Paper No. 13 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) £ Jk Application No. 009/815,472 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: The amendment will be entered in part. The amendment claim 37 will not be entered because it raises new 
issue and'also raises the issue of new matter. The percentage was not claimed previously. The limitation is not supported by the original 
disclosure. The percentage disclosed in paragraph 6 refers to the rework dough; it does not refer to the reprocessed batter. The 
disclosure in paragraph 20 indicates the percentage of usage; it does not disclose the percentage of reprocessed batter in a douqh for 
use in a baked good. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the argument is not persuasive with respect to 
claim 37 because claim 37 will not be entered. 



